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reply to the final rejection is attached. 
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" sum o£ S500.00. A duplicate of this notice 

is attached. 

AU892001090SUS1 

Page 1 of 2 



PAGE 5l5rR(^/DAT12/21/2005 2:05:03 PM [Eastern Standard Tiine]'SVR:USPTO{F^^^ 30( 0240'DURATION(mm-ss):10-30 



Wednesday, December 21, 2005 1:05 PM 



Volel Emile, Esq. (512) 308-0240 



p.06 



AppJ, No. 09/965,002 
Appeal Brief dated 12/21/2005 
Reply to OflBce Action of 08/12/2005 

The Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge any 
additional fee, which may be required or credit any 
overpayment to Deposit Account No, 09-0447. 
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IM THE 8TATBS PATSI«T AMD TBASEMABK OBVICE 



In re: Application of: : 

Abdelhadi et al. : 

: Before rhe Examiner: 

Serial No: 09/965,002 : Michael D. Meucci 

Filed: 09/27/2001 : Group Art Unit: 2142 

Title: APPARATUS AND METHOD : Confirmation No.: 2728 

OF REPRESENTING REAL-TIME : 

DISTRIBUTED COMMAND = 

EXECurroN status across : 

DISTRIBUTED SYSTEMS • 



APPELLANTS^ BRIEF UNDER 37 C.F.R. 1.192 

Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 

Sir: 

This is an appeal to a final rejection dated August 
12, 2005 of claims 1 - 37 of Application Serial Number 
09/965,002 filed on September 27, 2001. This Appeal Brief 
is submitted pursuant to a Notice of Appeal filed on 
November 13, 2005 in accordance with 37 C.F.R. 1.192. 
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RRTKF FOR APPLICANTS - APPELLANTS 
(1) 

Real Party in Interest 
The real party in Interest is international Business 
Machines Corporation (IBM), the assignee. 

(2) 

Related Appeals and Interferences 
There are no other appeals or interferences known to 
appellants, appellants' representative or assignee, which 
will directly affect or be directly affected by or have a 
bearing on the Board's decision in the pending appeal. 

(3) 

Status of Claims 
Claims 1-37 have been finally rejected in an Office 
Action dated August 12, 2005. 



(4) 

Status of Amendment 
All amendments have been entered. 



(5) 

Siutrniary of the Invention 
In accordance with the teachings of the invention, 
when a command is being executed on a plurality of computer 
syatema on a network, a dialog window is displayed (page 
17, lines 9-16 and Fig. 10) . In the dialog window, sub- 
windows for displaying present status of the execution of 
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the command on each of the computer systems are displayed 
(page 17, lines 24 to page 18, line 9). 



(6) 
Issues 

nheth^r Claums 1-37 ware properly rejQotad under 35 
tJ.S.C. SI 03(a) as being unpatantiable over Joyce at al. 
in view of Ahmed at al. 

(7) 

Grouping of Claims 
The rejected claims stand or fall together. 

(8) 
Argument 

In considering a Section §103 rejection, the subject 
matter of the claim *'as a whole" must be considered and 
analyzed. In the analysis, it in necessary that the scope 
and contents of the prior art and differences between the 
art and the claiined invention be determined. Graham v. 
John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 (1966). 

Joyce et al. purport to teach a method of using 
monitoring tools to support the development of distributed 
systems that interact via message passing (see page 122, 
lines 1 - 3) . In accordance with the teachings of Joyce et 
al., Jade, a programming environment, is used to support 
the development of a distributed program. Jade includes a 
window system, a graphics package, an interactive graphics 
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editor and a distributed monitoring system (see Section 2 
on page 125) . 

The graphics package provides routines for creating 
and manipulating pictures and the graphics editor 
facilitates the creation of pictures that can be used to 
represent specific states of an executing distributed 
program (see the 4*='^ full paragraph of Section 2.1 on page 
125) . The window system may be used by a user to create 
and manipulate windows using a mouse, for example. A 
window is a virtual terminal as well as an interface to 
Jade processes (see the S^'^ full paragraph of Section 2.1 on 
page 125) * 

Thus, in conjunction with the window system, the 
graphics package and the graphics editor, the distributed 
monitoring system may be used to observe a set of Jade 
processes executing on different machines (see the 1®* full 
paragraph of Section 2.1 on page 125 as well as the 1^^ full 
paragraph of Section 2.2 on page 126). 

The system may be set such that each time an event is 
received (which is generally done through message passing 
from one computer system to another) , a picture that 
represents a current state of the inter-process 
communication of the distributed application program is 
updated and displayed to the user (see Section 3,2 on pages 
133 and 134). Consequently, an animated graphical view of 
an event stream, such as that shown in Fig, 7, may be 
displayed to a user. 

But Joyce et al. do not teach, show or suggest th^ 
Step of diaplaying a dialog window th^t Is div^ld^d Into 
siib-mndcnra in w2ilcli fcZia et^tma of a cozmnand tHat ±o boing^ 
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axecutffd on a plunllty o£ caaaputmr systmm ±b dlapX^yBd as 

claimed. 

Ahmed et al. purport to t©ach a distributed framework 
for intertask communication between workstation 
applications. According to the purported teachings of 
Aiimed et al./ one or more workstations are interconnected 
by an extensible intertask communication (ITC) apparatus. 
Each workstation has a display in which one or more windows 
are presented to an operator. Each window is generated in 
response to the execution of an application program or 
client application. Each client application has a Human 
Interface Code and a Framework Code. The Framowork Code, 
in conjunction with a server program, transmits and 
communicates event information directly between a first 
client application and a second client application, or a 
plurality of client application programs concurrently 
executing in one or more workstations of a network of 
interconnected workstations, without requiring that event 
information pass through and register with an intervening 
server or dispatcher application program, if and when an 
interest object is initially transmitted between the first 
client application and the second client application via 
the server program. 

An event is an action taken by one operator at a 
workstation. For example, that operator may drag the 
cursor by moving a mouse or perhaps the operator will 
delete data or create new data. That event information, 
being practiced by on© operator in one program application 
at one workstation, may be needed by another operator in 
another program application at another workstation- The 
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interprocess communication can transmit that event 
information from the one program application to all other 
program applicatione in the network of workstations, 
without requiring that the event information register with 
an intervening server or dispatcher program, provided that 
an interest object (s) was initially transmitted between the 
one program application and all the other program 
applications via a server which are concurrently executing 
in all of the workstations in the network of workstations. 

However, Just as in the case of Joyce et al., Ahmed et 
al. do not show, teach or so much as suggest the step of 

±n which tbjB atrntam of a oesmnand that ±s bB±ng executad en 
a plurality- o£ cosapnt&p systems xm dlsplayod. as claimed* 

Since the references, either alone or in combination, 
teach, show or suggest the claimed invention. Applicants 
submit that the claims in the Application are allowable. 
Hence, Applicants respectfully request allowance and 
passage to issue of the claims in the application. 



PAGE 12/5rRCVDAT12/21/2005 2:05:03 PM [Eastern Standard T^^^ 306 0240* DURATION (mm-ss):10-30 




AUS920010905US1 



Page 6 of 15 



Wednesday, December 21, 2005 1:05 PM 



Volel Emile. Esq. (512) 306-0240 



AppL No. 09/965,002 
Appeal Brief dated 12/21/2005 
Reply to Office Action of 08/12/2005 



1. (Previously presented) A method of displaying an 
execution status of a coitiiaand, said command being sent 
to a plurality of computer systems on a network for 
execution, said method comprising the steps or: 

displaying a dialog window, said dialog window being 
divided into sub-windows for displaying present status 
of the execution of the command on each of the 
computer systems; and 

displaying the st&tua of the e^^ecution of th© command 
on each of the computer systems within a proper sub- 
window ♦ 

2. (Original) The method of Claim I wherein said sub- 
windows include a "waiting'' sub-window, a '"working'' 
sub^window and a "^completed" sub-window. 

3- (Original) The method of Claim 2 wherein the step of 
displaying the status of the execution of the command 
includes displaying the names of the computer systems 
in the sub-windows in accordance with the status of 
the execution of the command on the computer systems. 

4. (Original) The method of Claim 3 wherein when the 

command begins to execute on a computer system, the 

name of th© computer system is moved from the 
"Vaiting" sub-window to the "working" sub-window. 
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5. (Original) The method of Claim 4 wherein when the 
command has finished executing on a computer, the name 
of the computer is movod from the ^working" sub-window 
to the ^'completed" sub-window • 

6. (Original) The method of Claim 5 wherein the 
"^completed" sub-window is further divided into a 

successful" sub-window and a "failed" sub-window, 

7. (Original) The method of Claim 6 wherein the names of 
the computer systems that have successfully completed 
the execution of the command are displayed in the 
^^successf ul" sub-window. 

8. (Previously presented) The method of Claim 7 wherein 
the names of the computer systems that have not 
successfully completed the execution of the command 
are displayed in the "^failed" sub-window. 

9. (Previously presented) The method of Claim 8 wherein 
rhe names of the computer syatems that have not 
successfully completed the execution of the command 
are displayed in red in the '"^f ailed" sub-window. 

10. (Original) The method of Claim 9 wherein when the 
displayed name of a computer system is selected 
further information about the status of the command 
executing on tho computer system is displayed. 
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11. (Original) The method of Claim 10 wherein if the 
selected computer system is displayed in the failed 
sub-window, a reason for the unsuccesuful completion 
of the execution of the command is displayed. 

12. (Previously presented) The method of Claim 11 wherein 
if the selected computer system is displayed in the 
executing sub-window, a real-time progress of the 
execution of the command is displayed. 

13. (Previously presented) A computer program product on a 
computer readable medium for displaying an execution 
status of a command, said command being sent to a 
plurality of computer systems on a network for 
execution, said computer program product comprising: 

code for displaying a dialog window, said dialog 
window being divided into sub-windows for displaying 
present status of the ©xecution of the command on each 
of the computer systems; and 

code for displaying the status of the execution of the 
command on each of the computer systems within the 
proper sub-window. 

14. (Original) The computer program product of Claim 13 
wherein said sub-windows include a "^waiting" sub- 
window, a "working" eub-window and a "completed" sub- 
window . 
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15. (Original) The computer program product of Claim 14 
wherein the code for displaying the status of the 
execution Qf the cornmand includes codQ for displaying 
the names of the computer systems in the sub-windows 
in accordance with the status of the execution of the 
command on the computer systems. 

16* (Original) The computer program product of Claim 15 
wherein when the command begins to execute on a 
computer system^ the name of the computer system is 
moved from the ^^waiting" sub-window to the ^^working" 
sub-window. 

17, (Original) The computer program product of Claim 16 
wherein when the command has finished executing on a 
computer, the name of the computer is moved from the 
^'working" sub-^window to the '^coir¥>leted'' sub-window . 

18* (Original) Tho computor program product of Claim 17 
wherein the ""completed" sub-window is further divided 
into a ''successful'' sub-window and a ""failed" sub- 
window. 

19. (Original) The computer program product of Claim 18 
wherein the names of the computer systems that have 
successfully completed the execution of the command 
are displayed in the ""successful" sub-window . 

20. (Previously presented) The computer program product of 
Claim 19 wherein the names of the computer systems 
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that have not successfully completed the execution of 
the command are displayed in the «f ailed" sub-window. 

21- (Previously presented) The computer program product of 
Claim 20 wherein the names of the computer systems 
that have not successfully completed the execution of 
the command are displayed in red in the "failed" sub- 
window. 

22. (Original) The computer program product of Claim 21 
wherein when the displayed name of a computer system 
is selected further information about the status of 
the command executing on the computer system is 
displayed. 

23. (Original) The computer program product of Claim 22 
wherein if the selected computer system is displayed 
in the failed sub-window, a reason for the 
unsuocossful completion of the execution of the 
command is displayed. 

24. (Previously presented) The computer program product of 
Claim 23 wherein if the selected computer system Is 
displayed in the executing sub-window, a real-time 
progress of the execution of the command is displayed. 

25. (Previously presented) An apparatus for displaying an 
execution status of a command, said command being sent 
to a plurality of computer systems on a network for 
execution, said apparatus comprising: 
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means for displaying a dialog window, said dialog 
window being divided into sub-windows for displaying 
present status of the execution of the conmand on each 
of the computer systems; and 

means for displaying the status of the execution of 
the command on each of the computer systems within the 
proper sub-window. 

26. (Original) The apparatus of Claim 25 wherein said sub- 
windows include a "waiting" aub-window, a ^working" 
sub-window and a "completed" sub-window. 

27. (Original) The apparatus of Claim 26 wherein the means 
for displaying the status of the execution of the 
command includes means for displaying the names of the 
computer systems in the aub-windows in accordance with 
the statue of the execution of the command on the 
computer systems. 

28. (Original) The apparatus of Claim 27 wherein when the 
command begins to execute on a computer system, the 
name of the computer system is moved from the 
"waiting" sub-window to the "working" sub-window. 

29. (Original) The apparatus of Claim 28 wherein when the 
command has finiehed executing on a computer, the name 
of the computer is moved from the "working" sub-window 
to the "completed" sub-window. 
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30. (Original) The apparatus of Claim 29 wherein the 
^completed" sub-window is further divided into a 
"successful" sub-window and a "^failed''' sub-window, 

31. (Original) The apparatus of Claim 30 wherein the names 
of the computer systems that have successfully 
completed the execution of the command are displayed 
in the ^'^successful" sub-window. 

32. (Previously presented) The apparatus of Claim 31 
wherein the names or the computer systems that have 
not successfully completed the execution of the 
command are displayed in the failed" sub-window. 

33. (Previously presented) The apparatus of Claim 32 
wherein the names of the computer systems that have 
not successfully completed the execution of the 
command are displayed in red in the ""failed" sub- 
window* 

34- (Original) The apparatus of Claim 33 wherein when the 
displayed name of a computer system is selected 
further information about the status of the command 
executing on the computer system is displayed. 

35. (Original) The apparatus of Claim 34 wherein if the 
selected computer system ie displayed in the failed 
sub-window, a reason for the unsuccessful completion 
of the execution of the command is displayed - 
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36. (Previously presented) The apparatus of Claim 35 
wherein if the selected computer system is displayed 
in the executing sub-window, a real-time progress of 
the execution of the coiranand is displayed. 

37. (Previously presented) A method of displaying an 
execution status of a command, the command being 
executed by a plurality of computer systems on a 
network, the computer systems running different system 
management software utilities having different command 
structures, the method comprising the steps of; 

enabling a user to enter the command in a common 
interface, the command being either a request to start 
execution of another command or to stop execution of 
the other command, the common interface translating 
the command into the different command structures; 

enabling a user to send the command to the plurality 
of the computer systems; 

enabling a user to indicate whether or not the 
execution of the command is to be monitored; 

displayino, if the execution of the command is to be 
monitored, a dialog window that is divided into a 
waiting, working, successful and failed sub-windows 
for displaying present status of the execution of the 
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command on each of the computer systems executing the 

command; and 

displaying the status of the execution of the command 
on each of the computer systems within a proper sub- 
window - 
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In re: Application of: 
Abdelhadi et al. 

Serial No: 09/965,002 

Filed: 09/27/2001 

Title: APPARATUS AND METHOD 
OF REPRESENTING REAL-TIME 
DISTRIBUTED COMMAND 
EXECUTION STATUS ACROSS 
DISTRIBUTED SYSmiS 



Before the E3xaminer: 
Michael D. Meucci 

Group Art Unit: 2142 

Confirmation NO.: 2728 



APPELLANTS^ BRIEF UNDER 37 C.F.R. 1.192 

Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 

Sir: 

This is an appeal to a final rejection dated August 
12, 2005 of claims 1 - 37 of Application Serial Number 
09/965,002 filed on September 27, 2001. This Appeal Brief 
is submitted pursuant to a Notice of Appeal filed on 
November 13, 2005 in accordance with 37 C.F.R. 1.192. 



AUS920010905US1 



Page 1 of 15 



PAGE 22/51 ' RCVD AT 12121/2005 2:05:03 PM [Eastern Standard Time] ' SVR:USPTO-EFXRF-6/29 ' DNIS:2738300 ' CSID:512 306 0240 ' DURATION (inin-ss):10-30 



Wednesday, December 21, 2005 1:05 PM 



Volel Emile, Esq. (512) 306-0240 



AppLNo. 09/965,002 
Appeal Brief dated 12/21/2005 
Reply to Office Action of 08/12/2005 

BRIEF FOR APPLICANTS - APPELLANTS 
(1) 

Real Party in Interest 
The real party in interest is International Business 
Machines Corporation (IBM), the assignee. 

(2) 

Related Appeals and Interferences 
There are no other appeals or interferences known to 
appellantSr appellants' representative or assignee, which 
will directly affoct or be directly affoctod by or have a 
bearing on the Board's decision in the pending appeal - 

(3) 

Status of Claims 
Claims 1-37 have been finally rejected in an Office 
Action dated August 12, 2005 • 

(4) 

Status of Amendment 
All amendments have been entered, 

(5) 

SuiDmary of the Invention 
In accordance with the teachings of the invention, 
when a command is being executed on a plurality of computer 
systems on a network, a dialog window is displayed (page 
17, lines 9-16 and Fig. 10). In the dialog window, sub- 
windows for displaying present status o£ the execution of 
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the command on each of the computer systems are displayed 
(page 17, lines 24 to page 18, line 9) . 



(6) 
Issues 

miether Claims 1-37 wer« properly rejected under 35 
U.S.C. §103 (a) «a being unpatentable over Joyce et al. 
in view of Mm^d et al. 

(7) 

Grouping of Claims 
The rejected claims stand or fall together. 

(8) 
Argument 

In considering a Section §103 rejection, the subject 
matter of the claim "as a whole" must be considered and 
analyzed. In tho analysis, it is necessary that the scope 
and contents of the prior art and differences between the 
art and the claimed invention be determined. Graham v. 
John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 (1966). 

Joyce et al. purport to teach a method of using 
monitoring tools to support the development of distributed 
systems that interact via message passing (see page 122, 
lines 1 - 3) . In accordance with the teachings of Joyce et 
al.. Jade, a programming environment, is used to support 
the development of a distributed program. Jade includes a 
window system, a graphics package, an interactive graphics 
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editor and a distributed monitoring system (see Section 2 
on page 125) . 

The graphics package provides routines for creating 
and manipulating pictures and the graphics editor 
facilitates the creation of pictures that can De used to 
represent specific states of an executing distributed 
program (see the 4^^ full paragraph of Section 2,1 on page 
125) . The window system may be used by a user to create 
and manipulate windows using a mouse, for example. A 
window is a virtual terminal as well as an interface to 
Jade processes (see the 3^^* full paragraph of Section 2 . 1 on 
page 125) . 

Thus, in conjunction with the window system, the 
graphics package and the graphics editor, the distributed 
monitoring system may be used to observe a set of Jade 
processes executing on different machines (see the 1^^ full 
paragraph of Section 2,1 on page 125 as well as the l^*' full 
paragraph of Section 2,2 on page 126). 

The system may be set such that each time an event is 
received (which is generally done through message passing 
from one computer system to another), a picture that 
represents a current state of the inter-process 
communication of the distributed application program is 
updated and displayed to the user (see Section 3.2 on pages 
133 and 134)* Consequently, an animated graphical view of 
an event stream, such as that shown in Fig. 7, may be 
displayed to a user. 

But Joyce et al, do not teach, show or suggest the 
step of diepl^ylng^ a dialog -wlcday that i* divided into 
suh^lndmrB in 'sthlch thm status o£ a conua^d thAt ±m feeing^ 
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«ecnt«cf on m plm^lity of coaputBr systems Is dispXsymd as 

claimed. 

Ahmed et al. purport to teach a distributed framework 
for intertask communication between workstation 
applications . According to the purported teachings of 
Ahmed et al*, one or more workstations are interconnected 
by an extensible intertask communication (ITC) apparatus . 
Each workstation has a display in which one or more windows 
are presented to an operator. Each window is generated in 
response to the execution of an application program or 
client application. Each client application has a Human 
Interface Code and a Framework Cod©- Th© Framework Code, 
in conjunction with a server program, transmits and 
coininunicates event information directly between a first 
client application and a second client application, or a 
plurality of client application programs concurrently 
executing in one or more workstations of a network of 
interconnected workstations, without requiring that event 
information pass through and register with an intervening 
server or dispatcher application program, if and when an 
interest object is initially transmitted between the firet 
client application and the second client application via 
the server program. 

An event is an action taken by one operator at a 
workstation. For example, that operator may drag the 
cursor by moving a mouse or perhaps the operator will 
delete data or create new data. That event information, 
being practiced by one operator in one program application 
at one workstation, may be needed by another operator in 
another progr&m application at another workstation* The 
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interprocess communication can transmit that event 
information from the one program application to all other 
program applications in the network of workstations, 
without requiring that the event information register with 
an intervening server or dispatcher program, provided that 
an Interest object (s) was initially transmitted between the 
one program application and all the other program 
applications via a server which are concurrently executing 
in all of the workstations in the network of workstations. 

However, just as in the case of Joyce et al., Ahmed et 
al. do not show, teach or so much as suggest the step of 
dlapZaylag^ m cHaJtog wdLndow that dllfridmd into sxib^windawa 
in nblcb «M6 Btataa of » GOBoaaad that xa bB±ng exocated on 
a pluraZi.tr of ceiBS>t2tox oyateans ±a dlBpXvyeH as claimed. 

Since the references, either alone or in combination, 
teach, show or suggest the claimed invention. Applicants 
submit that the claims in the Application are allowable. 
Hence, Applicants respectfully request allowance and 
passage to issue of the c J alms in the application. 



Volel EfhiW--' J 
Atto^fffiey for Applicants 
Reoistratiqja^o. 39,969 
(512) 20^969 
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1. (Previously presented) A method of displaying an 
execution atatua of a coinmand, said command being sent 
to a plurality of computer systems on a network for 
execution, said method comprising the steps of: 

displaying a dialog window, said dialog window being 
divided into sub-windows for displaying present status 
of the execution of the command on each of the 
computer systems; and 

displaying the statu© of " the execution of the command 
on each of the computer systems within a proper sub- 
window. 

2, (Original) The method of Claim 1 wherein said sub- 
windows include a "Waiting'' sub-window, a "forking" 
sub-window and a ''completed" sub-window. 

3. (Original) The method of Claim 2 wherein the step of 
displaying rhe status of the execution of the command 
includes displaying the names of the computer systems 
in the aub-windows in accordance with the status of 
the execution of the command on the computer systems. 

4, (Original) The method of Claim 3 wherein when the 
command begins to execute on a computer system, the 
name of tho computer system is moved from the 

waiting" sub-window to the ^Vorking" sub-window. 
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5. (Original) The method of Claim 4 wherein when the 
coxnmand has finished executing on a computer^ the name 
of the computer is moved from the "working" sub-window 
to the "completed" sub-window, 

6. (Original) The method of Claim 5 wherein the 
"completed" sub-window is further divided into a 
^'successful" sub-window and a ''failed" sub-window. 

7. (Original) The method of Claim 6 wherein the names of 
the computer systems that have successfully completed 
the execution of the command are displayed in the 
'"successful" sub-window. 

8. (Previously presented) The method of Claim 7 wherein 
the names of the computer systems that have not 
successfully completed the execution of the command 
are displayed in the "failed" sub-window. 

9. (Previously presented) The method of Claim 8 wherein 
the names of the computer systems that have not 
successfully completed the execution of the command 
are displayed in red in the "failed" sub-window. 

10. (Original) The method of Claim 9 wherein when the 
displayed name of a computer system is selected 
further information about the status of the command 
executing on the computer system is displayed* 
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11. (Original) The method of Claim 10 wherein if the 
selected computer system is displayed in the failed 
3Ut)-window, a reason for the unsuccessful completion 
of the execution of the command is displayed. 

12. (Previously presented) The method of Claim 11 wherein 
if the selected computer system is displayed in the 
executing sub-window, a real-time progress of the 
execution of the command is displayed. 

13. (Previously presented) A computer program product on a 
computer readable medium for displaying an execution 
status of a command, said command being sent to a 
plurality of computer systems on a network for 
execution, said computer program product comprising: 

code for displaying a dialog window, said dialog 
window being divided into sub-windows for displaying 
present etatuo of the execution of the command on each 
of the computer systems; and 

code for displaying the status of the execution of the 
command on each of the computer systems within the 
proper sub-window, 

14- (Original) The computer program product of Claim 13 
wherein said sub-windows include a '"waiting" sub- 
window, a ^^working'' sxib-window and a "completed" sub- 
window. 
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15. (Original) The computer program product of Claim 14 
wherein the code for displaying the status of the 
execution of the command includes code for displaying 
the names of the computer systems in the sub-windows 
in accordance with the status of the execution of the 
command on the computer systems . 



16. (Original) The computer program product of Claim 15 
wherein when the command begins to execute on a 
computer system, the name of the computer system is 
moved from the '"waiting" sub-window to the "working" 
sub-window. 

17. (Original) The computer program product of Claim 16 
wherein when the command has finished executing on a 
computer/ the name of the computer is moved from the 
'^working'' sub-window to the '"completed" sub-window. 

18. (Original) The computer program product of Claim 17 
wherein the ''completed" sub-window is further divided 
Into a '^successful'' sub-window and a ^^failed" sub- 
window. 

19. (Original) The computer program product of Claim 18 
wherein the names of the computer systems that have 
successfully completed the execution of the command 
are displayed in the "'successful" sub-window, 

20. (Previously presented) The computer program product of 
Claim 19 wherein the names of the computer systems 
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that have not successfully completed the execution of 
the coramand are displayed in the '"failed" sub-window* 

21. (Previously presented) The computer program product of 
Claim 20 wherein the names of the computer ayatema 
that have not successfully completed the execution of 
the command are displayed in red in the ""failed" sub- 
window, 

22. (Original) The computer program product of Claim 21 
wherein when the displayed name of a computer system 
is selected further information about tho status of 
the command executing on the computer system is 
displayed. 

23. (Original) The computer program product of Claim 22 
wherein if the selected computer system is displayed 
in the failed sub-window, a reason for the 
unsuccessful completion of the execution of the 
command is displayed. 

24* (Previously presented) The computer program product of 
Claim 23 wherein if the selected computer system is 
displayed in the executing sub-window, a real-time 
progress of the execution of the command is displayed* 

25. (Previously presented) An apparatus for displaying an 
execution status of a command/ said command being sent 
to a plurality of computer systems on a network for 
execution, said appaj^atua comprising: 

AUS920010905US1 

Page 11 of 15 

PAGE 32/5rRCVDAT12/21f2005 2:05:03 PM [Eastern »ardrim^^ 306 0240* DURATION (mm-ss):10-30 



Wednesday, December 21 , 2005 1:05 PM 



Volel EmilB, Esq. (512) 306-0240 



Appl, No. 09/965,002 
Appeal Brief dated 12/21/2005 
Reply to Office Action of 08/12/2005 

means for displaying a dialog window, said dialog 
window being divided into aub-windows for displaying 
present status of the execution of the command on each 
of the computer systems; and 

means for displaying the status of the execution of 
the command on each of the computer systems within the 
proper sub-window. 

26. (Original) The apparatus of Claim 25 wherein said sub- 
windows include a -waiting" sub-window, a "working" 
sub-window and a "completed" sub-window. 

27. (Original) The apparatus of Claim 26 wherein the means 
for displaying the status of the execution of the 
command includes means for displaying the names of the 
computer systems in the sub-windows in accordance with 
the status of the execution of the command on the 
computer systems. 

28. (Original) The apparatus of Claim 27 wherein when the 
command begins to execute on a computer system, the 
name of the computer system is moved from the 
^waiting" sub-window to the "working" sub-window. 

29. (Original) The apparatus of Claim 28 wherein when the 
command has finished executing on a computer, the name 
of the computer is moved from the ^working" sub-window 
to the "completed" sub-window - 
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30* (Original) The apparatus of Claim 29 wherein the 
^^completed" eub-window is further divided into a 
"successful" sub-window and a failed" sub-window, 

31. (Original) The apparatus of Claim 30 wherein the names 
of the computer systems that have successfully 
completed the execution of the command are displayed 
in the successful" sub-window - 

32. (Previously presented) The apparatus of Claim 31 
wherein the names of the computer ayatems that h&ve 
not successfully completed the execution of the 
command are displayed in the failed" sub-window. 

33. (Previously presented) The apparatus of Claim 32 
wherein the names of the corqDuter systems that have 
not successfully completed the execution of the 
command are displayed in red in the ^^failed" sub- 
window. 

34. (Original) The apparatus of Claim 33 wherein when the 
displayed name of a computer system is selected 
further information about the status of the command 
executing on the computer system is displayed • 

35. (Original) The apparatus of Claim 34 wherein if the 
selected computer system is displayed in the failed 
sub-window^ a reason for the unsuccessful completion 
of the execution of the command is displayed. 
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36, (Previously presented) The apparatus of Claim 35 
wherein if the selected computer system is displayed 
in the executing sub-window^ a real-time progress of 
the execution of the command is displayed. 

37. (Previously presented) A method of displaying an 
execution status of a command, the command being 
executed by a plurality of computer systems on a 
network, the computer systems running different system 
management software utilities having different cominand 
structures, the method comprising the steps of: 

enabling a user to enter the command In a common 
interface/ the command being either a request to start 
execution of another command or to stop execution of 
the other command, the common interface translating 
the command into the different command structures ; 

enabling a user to send the command to the plurality 
of the computer systems; 

enabling a user to indicate whether or not the 
execution of the command is to be monitored; 

displaying, if the execution of the command is to be 
monitored, a dialog window that is divided into a 
waiting, working, successful and failed sub-windows 
for displaying present status of the execution of the 
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command on each of the computer systems executing the 
command; and 



displaying the status of the execution of the command 
on each of the computer systems within a proper sub- 
window* 



AUS920010905US1 



Page 15 of 15 

PAGE 36/51*RCVDAT12l21/2005 2:05:03 PM [Eastern Standard rm 306 0240* DURATION (min-ss):10-30 



Wednesday, December 21, 2005 1:05 PM Volel Emile, Esq. (512) 306-0240 



Appl. No. 09/965,002 
Appeal Brief dated 12/21/2005 
Reply to Office Action of 08/12/2005 

IN THS UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 



In re: Application of: : 

Abdelhadi et al. ; 

: Before the Examiner: 

Serial No: 09/965,002 : Michael D. Meucci 

Filed: 09/27/2001 : Group Art Unit: 2142 

Title: APPARATUS AND METHOD t Confirmation No.; 2728 

OF REPRESENTING REAL-TIME : 

DISTRIBUTED COMMAND - 

EXECUTION STATUS ACROSS • 

DISTRIBUTED SYSTEMS ' 



APPELLANTS' BRIEF UNDER 37 C.F.R. 1.192 

Coniitiissioner for Patents 
P.O. BOX 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 

Sir; 

This is an appeal to a final rejection dated August 
12, 2005 of claims 1 - 37 of Application Serial Number 
09/965,002 filed on September 27, 2001. This Appeal Brief 
13 submitted pursuant to a Notice of Appeal filed on 
November 13, 2005 in accordance with 37 C.F.R. 1.192. 
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BRIEF FOR APPLICAMTS - APPELLANTS 
(1) 

Real Party in Interest 
The real perty in interest is International Business 
Machines Corporation (IBM), the assignee. 

(2) 

Related Appeals and Interferences 
There are no other appeals or interferences known to 
appellants, appellants' representative or assignee, which 
will directly affect or be directly affected by or have a 
bearing on the Board's decision in the pending appeal. 

(3) 

Status of Claims 
Claims 1-37 have been finally rejected in an Office 
Action dated August 12, 2005. 

(4) 

Status of Amendment 
All amendments have been entered* 

(5) 

Summary of the Invention 
In accordance with the teachings of the invention, 
when a command is being executed on a plurality of computer 
systems on a network, a dialog window is displayed (page 
17, lines 9-16 and Fig, 10). In the dialog window, sub- 
windows for displaying preeent status of the execution of 
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the convmand on each of the computer systems are displayed 
(page 17, lines 24 to page 18, line 9) . 

(6) 
Iigsues 

Whether Claims 1-37 were properly rejected under 35 
U.S.C. §103 («) M being unpatentable over Joyce et 9l. 
in view of Ahmed et al. 

(7) 

Grouping of Claima 
The rejected claims stand or fall together . 

(8) 
Argument 

In considering a Section §103 rejection, the subject 
matter of the claim ^'as a whole" must be considered and 
analyzed. In the analysis, it is necessary that the scope 
and contents of the prior art and differences between the 
art and the claimed invention be determined. Graham v, 
John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 (1966). 

Joyce et al. purport to teach a method of using 
monitoring tools to support the development of distributed 
systems that interact via message passing (see page 122, 
lines 1 - 3) . In accordance with the teachings of Joyce et 
al.. Jade, a programming environment, is used to support 
the development of a distributed program. Jade includes a 
window system, a graphics package, an interactive graphics 

AUS920010905US1 

Page 3 of 15 



PAGE 39/5rRCVDAT12121/2005 2:05:03 PM[EastemStandardTime^ 306 0240* DURATION (mm-ss):10-30 



Wednesday, December 21 , 2005 1:05 PM Volel Emile, Esq. (512) 306-0240 

AppL No. 09/965,002 
Appeal Brief dated 12/21/2005 
Reply to Office Action of 08/12/2003 

editor and a distributed monitoring system (see Section 2 
on page 125) . 

The graphics package provides routines for creating 
and manipulating pictures and the graphics editor 
facilitates the creation of pictures that can be used to 
represent specific states of an executing distributed 
program (see the 4"" full paragraph of Section 2.1 on page 
125) . The window system may be used by a user to create 
and manipulate windows using a mouse, for example, A 
window is a virtual terminal as well as an interface to 
Jade processes (see the 3^^ full paragraph of Section 2,1 on 
page 125) * 

Thus, in conjunction with the window system, the 
graphics package and the graphics editor, the distiributed 
monitoring system may be used to observe a set of Jade 
processes executing on different machines (see the 1*^ full 
paragraph of Section 2,1 on page 125 as well as the 1*^ full 
paragraph of Section 2,2 on page 126). 

The system may be set such that each time an event is 
received (which is generally done through message passing 
from one computer system to another) , a picture that 
represents a current state of the inter-process 
communication of the distributed application program is 
updated and displayed to the user (see Section 3.2 on pages 
133 and 134) , Consequently, an animated graphical view of 
an event stream, such as that shown in Fig. 7, may be 
displayed to a user. 

But Joyce et al, do not teach, show or suggest the 
s tep o f displaying a dimlvg- -trindc^ tliAt is divided, into 
muh-windofwa in wliidh t2i9 «tafezw o£ a command th^t io b^ing- 
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executed m a pltiralxty of ccsaspjitmrr systama i^m dlsplaymd as 

claimed. 

Ahmed et al, purport to teach a distributed framework 
for intertask communication between workstation 
applications- According to the purported teachings Of 
Ahmed et al., one or more workstations are interconnected 
by an extensible intertask communication (ITC) apparatus. 
Each workstation has a display in which one or more windows 
are presented to an operator. Each window is generated in 
response to the execution of an application program or 
client application. Each client application has a Human 
Interface Code and a Framework Code* The Framework Code, 
in conjunction with a server program, transmits and 
communicates event information directly between a first 
client application and a second client application, or a 
plurality of client application programs concurrently 
executing in one or more workstations of a network of 
interconnected workstations, without requiring that event 
information pass through and register with an intervening 
server or dispatcher application program, if and when an 
interest object is initially transmitted between the first 
client application and the second client application via 
the server program^ 

An event is an action taken by one operator at a 
workstation. For example, that operator may drag the 
cursor by moving a mouse or perhaps the operator will 
delete data or create new data. That event information, 
being practiced by one operator in one program application 
at one workstation, may be needed by another operator in 
another program application at another workstation. The 
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interprocess communication can transmit that event 
information from the one program application to all other 
program applications in the network of workstations, 
without requiring that the event information register with 
an intervening server or dispatcher program, provided that 
an interest object Cs) was initially transmitted between the 
one program application and all the other program 
applications via a server which are concurrently executing 
in all of the workstations in the network of workstations . 

However, just as in the case of Joyce et al., Ahmed et 
al. do not show, teach or so much as suggest the step of 
dx^lAydj^g^ « tf-ipilog- window tli^t Im cU-^jLO&d, la to /mb-wiiutowv 
in w&lch th^ atAtuv of a ccmnand that im hBxng executed on 
a pXvxalltY of e onjpu tte- systems Is dlspl^yma as claimed. 

Since the references, either alone or in combination, 
teach, show or suggest the claimed invention. Applicants 
submit that the claims in the Application are allowable. 
Hence ^ Applicants respectfully request allowance and 
passage to issue of the claims in the application. 
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1. (Previously presented) A method of displaying an 
execution status of a command, said command being sent 
to a plurality of computer systems on a network for 
execution, said method comprising the steps or; 

displaying a dialog window, said dialog window being 
divided into s\ab-windows for displaying present status 
of the execution of the command on each of the 
computer systems; and 

displaying the status of the oHOcution of the command 
on each of the computer systems within a proper sub- 
window . 

2. (Original) The method of Claim 1 wherein said sub- 
windows include a ^'waiting" sub-window, a "working'' 
sub-window and a completed" sub-window. 

3. (Original) The method of Claim 2 wherein the step of 
displaying the $tatuo of the execution of the command 
includes displaying the names of the computer systems 
in the sub-windows in accordance with the status of 
the execution of the command on the computer systems* 

4. (Original) The method of Claim 3 wherein when the 
command begins to execute on a computer system, the 
name of the computer system is moved from the 
^Vaiting" sub-window to the "working" sub-window. 
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5, (Original) The method of Claiia 4 wherein when the 
connnand has finished executing on a computer, the name 
of the computer is moved from the ^^working" sub-window 
to the ''^completed" sub-window. 

6- (Original) The method of Claim 5 wherein the 
^^completed" sub-window is further divided into a 
^^successful" sub^window and a "failed" sub-window. 

7- (Original) The method of Claim 6 wherein the names of 
the computer systems that have successfully completed 
the execution of the coitiinand ar© displayed in the 
^'^successful'' sub-window, 

8. (Previously presented) The method of Claim 7 wherein 
the names of the computer systems that have not 
successfully completed the execution of the command 
are displayed in the ^^f ailed" sub-window. 

9. (Previously presented) The method of Claim 8 wherein 
the names of the computer syatema th&t have not 
successfully completed the execution of the command 
are displayed in red in the ^"failed" sub-window. 

10. (Original) The method of Claim 9 wherein when the 
displayed name of a computer system is selected 
further information about the status of the command 
executing on the computer system is displayed. 
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11. (Original) The method of Claim 10 wherein if the 
selected computer system is displayed in the failed 
eub-window, a reason for the uneucceseful completion 
of the execution of the command i© displayed. 

12. (Previously presented) The method of Claim 11 wherein 
if the selected computer system is displayed in the 
executing sub-window, a real-time progress of the 
execution of the command is displayed . 

13. (Previously presented) A computer program product on a 
computer readable medium for displaying an execution 
status of a command, said command being sent to a 
plurality of computer systems on a network for 
execution, said computer program product comprising: 

code for displaying a dialog window, said dialog 
window being divided into sub^windows for displaying 
present status of the execution of the command on each 
of the computer systems; and 

code for displaying the status of the execution of the 
command on each of the computer systems within the 
proper sub-window . 

14. (Original) The computer program product of Claim 13 
wherein said sub- windows include a ''Vaiting" sub- 
window, a ^^working" sub-window and a "comploted" sub- 
window. 
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15. (Original) The computer program product of Claim 14 
wherein the code for displaying the status of the 
execution of the coimnand includes code for displaying 
the names of the computer systems in the sub--windows 
in accordance with the status of the execution of the 
command on the computer systems - 



16. (Original) The computer program product of Claim 15 
wherein when the command begins to execute on a 
computer system, the name of the computer system is 
moved from the ^Vaiting" sub-window to the ^'working" 
sub-window • 

17* (Original) The computer program product of Claim 16 
wherein when the command has finished executing on a 
computer, the name of the computer is moved from the 
working" sub-window to the ^^completed" sub-window. 



18. (Original) The computer program product of Claim 17 
wherein the ^^completed'' sub-window is further divided 
into a ^^successful" sub-window and a failed" sub- 
window . 



19. (Original) The computer program product of Claim 18 
wherein the names of the computer systems that have 
successfully completed the execution of the command 
are displayed in the '^^successful" sub-window . 



20. (Previously presented) The computer program product of 
Claim 19 wherein . tfie names of the computer systems 
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that have not successfully completed the execution of 
the command are displayed in the -failed" sub- window. 

21. (Previously presented) The computer program product of 
Claim 20 wherein the names of the coniputer systems 
that have not successfully completed the execution of 
the command are displayed in red in the "failed" sub- 
window . 

22- (Original) The computer program product of Claim 21 
wherein when the displayed name of a compxiter system 
i© selected further information about the Status of 
the command executing on the computer system is 
displayed* 

23* (Original) The computer program product of Claim 22 
wherein if the selected computer system is displayed 
in the failed sub-window^ a reason for the 
unsuccessful completion of the execution of the 
command is displayed - 

24. (Previously presented) The computer program product of 
Claim 23 wherein if the selected computer system ie 
displayed in the executing sub-window, a real-time 
progress of the execution of the command is displayed. 

25. (Previously presented) An apparatus for displaying an 
©Hocution status of a command, said command being sent 
to a plurality of computer systems on a network for 
execution, said apparatus comprising: 
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means for displaying a dialog window^ said dialog 
window being divided into sub-windows for displaying 
present status of the execution of the conunand on each 
of the computer systems; and 

means for displaying the status of the execution of 
the command on each of the computer systems within the 
proper sub-window. 

26- (Original) The apparatus of Claim 25 wherein said sub- 
windows include a ^^waiting" aub-window, q ^^working" 
sub-window and a "completed" sub-window. 

27. (Original) The apparatus of Claim 26 wherein the means 
for displaying the status of the execution of the 
command includes means for displaying the names of the 
computer systems in the sub-windows in accordance with 
the status of the execution of the command on the 
computer systems. 

28. (Original) The apparatus of Claim 27 wherein when the 
command begins to execute on a computer system^ the 
name of the computer system is moved from the 
"^waiting" sub-window to the ^^worJcing'' sub-window . 

29. (Original) The apparatus of Claim 28 wherein when the 
command has finished executing on a computer, tho name 
of the computer is moved from the ^Vorking" sub-window 
to the ^'completed" sub-window. 
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30. (Original) The apparatus of Claim 29 wherein the 
^^completed" sub-window Lb further divided into ^ 
'^successful" sub-window and a ^'failed" sub-window. 

31. (Original) The apparatus of Claim 30 wherein the names 
of the computer systems that have successfully 
conpleted the execution of the command are displayed 
in the ^'successful" sub-window. 

32. (Previously presented) The apparatus of Claim 31 
wherein the names of the computer systems that have 
not successfully completed the execution of the 
command are displayed in the ''failed" sub-window . 

33. (Previously presented) The apparatus of Claim 32 
wherein the names of the computer systems that have 
not successfully completed the execution of the 
command are displayed in red in tho failed" sub- 
window . 

34. (Original) The apparatus of Claim 33 wherein when the 
displayed name of a computer system is selected 
further information about the status of the command 
executing on the computer system is displayed. 

35. (Original) The apparatus of Claim 34 wherein if the 
selected computer system ie displayed in the failed 
sub-window, a reason for the unsuccessful completion 
of the execution of the command is displayed. 

AUS92001090SUS1 

Page 13 of 15 



PAGE 49/51 ' RCVD AT 12121/2005 2:05:03 PM [Eastern Standard Time] ' SVR:USPTO-EFXRF«29 ' DNIS:2738300 ' CSID:512 306 0240 ' DURATION (m^]mi 



Wednesday, December 21, 2005 1:05 PM Volel Emile, Esq, (512) 306-0240 



AppLNo. 09/965,002 
Appeal Brief dated 12/21/2005 
Reply to OfBce Action of 08/12/2005 

36. (Previously presented) The apparatus of Claim 35 
wnerein if the aelected computer system i£3 displayed 
in the executing sub-window, a real-time progress of 
the execution of the command la displayed. 

37. {Previously presented) A method of displaying an 
execution status of a command, the command being 
executed by a plurality of computer systems on a 
network, the computer systems running different system 
management software utilities having different command 
structures, the method compriaing the steps of; 

enabling a user to enter the command in a common 
interface, the command being either a request to start 
execution of another command or to stop execution of 
the other command, the common interface translating 
the command into the different command structures; 

enabling a user to send the command to the plurality 
of the compurer systems; 

enabling a user to indicate whether or not the 
execution of the command is to be monitored; 

displaying, if the execution of the command is to be 
monitored, a dialog window that is divided into a 
waiting, working, suooessful and failed sub-windows 
for displaying present status of the execution of the 
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coirrni^^nd on each of the computer systems executing the 

command; and 

displaying the status of the execution of the command 
on each of the computer systems within a proper sub- 
window. 
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